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The Supply of Cavalry Mounts and Rule over Northern China by the Five
Hu Tribes from the Sixteen Kingdoms to the Early Northern Wei Period
MINEYUKI Saito
     This article focuses on the 4th and 5th centuries, a period when horse-
riding nomadic peoples became active across the entire continent of Eurasia 
and the classical empires of the region collapsed. Given such upheavals 
occurring in a chain of interlinked events, the research to date has assumed 
that the horse-riding nomads must have possessed superior military might. 
The rule exercised by the Sixteen Kingdoms and the Northern Wei Dynasty, 
which should be placed within the context of this time of transformation, was 
also predicated on cavalry-based military might, as indicated by the available 
historiography.
     Regarding the characteristic features of the period in question, the 
author focuses on one particular source from the Later Chao, one of the 
Sixteen Kingdoms, which states, “Due to a lack of mounts throughout the 
realm, we sequestered all the horses from the people,” and proceeds to 
H[DPLQHWKHSRVVLEOHUHDVRQVIRUVXFKDQLQVXI¿FLHQF\RIKRUVHVLQDSROLW\
dominated by a non-Han hu 胡 people.
     As a result of his analysis, the author discovers the possibility that in 
the case of the Later Chao, horses could have been essentially supplied from 
foreign sources, probably the nomadic groups in the northeast. By examining 
the relations between the Later Chao and those nomadic groups, the author 
¿QGVWKDWLWZDVDURXQGWKHWLPHZKHQWKH/DWHU&KDRDXWKRULWLHVZHUHIRUFHG
to sequester mounts from the people that those relations drastically 
deteriorated. Thus, regarding the supply of horses in a decentralized nomadic 
state, it becomes clear that it would be impossible for some of its autonomous 
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UHJLRQVWREHVHOIVXI¿FLHQWLQWKHSURYLVLRQRIPRXQWVQHFHVVLWDWLQJUHOLDQFH
on foreign sources.
     Moreover, during the period of the hu domination of Northern China, 
instability in the supply of horses was by no means confined solely to the 
Later Chao, for even the Northern Wei Dynasty, which subjugated the Sixteen 
Kingdoms, on the occasion of transferring its capital to Luoyang, met with 
opposition arguing that “shifting the center to the south will hinder the supply 
of cavalry mounts.” In other words, even in states centered around nomadic 
people, whenever the dominant area was shifted to an agrarian base, it 
remained crucial that diplomatic relations with nomadic groups of the north 
continue, in order to guarantee a stable supply of horses for the military, an 
issue that should always be kept in mind when considering in the broader 
sense the structural dominance of agrarian regions by “Dynasties of 
Conquest.”
The Genealogy of the Uighur Kaghans and the Han Chinese Written Sources
of the Tang and Song Periods: From Huaixin to Baoyi
MURAI Kyoko
     A perception gap has been created between academic circles of Japan 
and China regarding the genealogy of the Uighur kaghans from Huaixin 懷信 
to Baoyi 保義 . In Japan in 1951, Yamada Nobuo overturned the conventional 
opinion about the kaghan genealogy, Huaixin → Tengli 滕里 → Baoyi, 
arguing a direct succession from Huaixin to Baoyi and winning general 
acceptance. Then in Taiwan in 1978, Liu Yitang launched a broadside against 
Yamada’s hypothesis, supporting the previous tripartite genealogy, winning 
general acceptance throughout Chinese academia.
     The cause of this gap has arisen from alleged “confusion” about the 
existing Han Chinese historiography. The present article is an attempt to 
reconsider the problem of the kaghan genealogy as a problem of the Han 
Chinese sources, employing two different approaches: the first approach 
being to reorganize the information in the Tang and Song Period sources 
focusing on diaoji celishi 弔祭册立使 , Tang Dynasty envoys dispatched to 
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the Uighur court to express condolences on occasion of the death of a kaghan 
and to approve his successor; the second to examine newly discovered 
sources containing the epitaphs of those envoys. In addition, the author also 
reviews the character and quality of the Han Chinese sources in question.
     Because the kaghan genealogy issue existed before the 6th year of the 
Dazhong 大中 Era (852), the related sources may be arranged chronolog-
ically as Tanghuiyao 唐會要→ Jiutangshu 舊唐書→ Cefuyuangui 册府元龜
→ Xintangshu 新 唐 書 → Zizhitongjian 資 治 通 鑑 , and the specific 
information regarding kaghans generally unfolds along this same continuum. 
Based on the above two approaches, the author concludes the following. To 
begin with, the Tanghuiyao LGHQWL¿HGWKHZURQJSHUVRQVDVdiaoji celishi in 
the items written about the succession of the Uighur kaghans, creating a 
misunderstanding about the existence of a Tengli Kaghan, thus confirming 
the Yamada hypothesis. Moreover, the later sources in the source chronology 
not only occasionally base their accounts on the Tanghuiyao’s misin-
formation, but also changed the narrative with their different editorial 
policies, thus leading to their “confusion” about the kaghan genealogy.
On Textual Problems of the .LWƗEDOұ,EDU:ULWWHQE\,EQ.KDOGǌQ
7KURXJKDQ$QDO\VLVRI'DPDGøEUDKLP3DúD±
ARAI Yuta
     This article begins with an overview of the present situation regarding 
manuscript research on .LWƗEDOµ,EDU (Book of Examples), a seven-volume 
Arabic historical work by the 14thFHQWXU\VFKRODU,EQ.KDOGǌQIROORZHGE\
the author’s mention of the textual problems in its critical editions, and his 
examination of one of those editions through the recension with the older 
manuscripts.
     The critical edition of .LWƗEDOұ,EDU most widely used today was 
SXEOLVKHGLQ%ǌOƗT&DLURLQ7KRXJKLWVFRS\WH[WVUHPDLQXQFOHDULWLV
presumed to have come from some manuscript group copied in the 19th 
FHQWXU\DQGEHORQJLQJWRWKH(J\SWLDQ1DWLRQDO/LEUDU\,QWKH%ǌOƗTHGLWLRQ
especially from Volumes II to VII corresponding to the work’s historical 
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narrative, there are found a great number of lacks, in which some words or 
lines, or even some pages are missing, making the texts unreliable as a 
historical source. Given such doubts as to reliability, the author attempts to 
UHH[DPLQHWKH%ǌOƗT(GLWLRQWKURXJKWKHUHFHQVLRQZLWKWKH'DPDGøEUDKLP
3DúDPDQXVFULSWVRIDQHDUOLHUSHULRG
     7KH'DPDGøEUDKLP3DúDPDQXVFULSWVZKLFKLQFOXGH9ROXPHV,WR9,,
excepting Volume II and the author’s autobiography, 7DұULIEL,EQ.KDOGǌQ
ZD5LۊODWLKL*KDUEDQZD6KDUTDQEHORQJVLQWKH਋ƗKLUƯVWHPPDRQHRIWKH
three biblio-genealogies of .LWƗEDOµ,EDU. Previous research has regarded 
WKHVHPDQXVFULSWVDVWKHROGHVWJURXSLQWKH਋ƗKLUƯVWHPPD$OWKRXJKWKH
author could not produce evidence making it possible to date all volumes of 
WKLVJURXSH[DFWO\E\YHULI\LQJWKHFRPSOHWLRQSURFHVVRIWKH'DPDGøEUDKLP
3DúDPDQXVFULSWVKHVKRZVWKDWWKH\ZHUHFRPSLOHGIURPVRPHGLIIHUHQW
PDQXVFULSWJURXSVDQGWKDWWKHUHLVDKLJKSUREDELOLW\WKDW1RV±
ZHUHFRPSOHWHGGXULQJ,EQ.KDOGǌQ¶VOLIHWLPH
     )LQDOO\DVDUHVXOWRIWKHUHFHQVLRQRI'DPDGøEUDKLP3DúD±
ZLWKWKHFRUUHVSRQGLQJYROXPHVRIWKH%ǌOƗTHGLWLRQQRWRQO\ZDVLWSRVVLEOH
to recover much of the missing content of the latter from the older manu-
VFULSWVEXWDOVRFODUL¿HGWKDWWKHPLVVLQJFRQWHQWZDVHQGHPLFWRWKH%ǌOƗT
HGLWLRQDQGLWVFRS\WH[WVWKXVJDLQLQJVLJQL¿FDQWFOXHVIRUUHFRQVWUXFWLQJWKH
.LWƗEDOµ,EDU manuscript stemmas through recension. 
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